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Response to Amendment 



Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tlie fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on Feb. 
13, 2007 has been entered. 

This office action is in response to the amendment filed on Jan. 1 1 , 2007. 

Claims 1-19 are pending for examination, claim 19 has been amended. 



Ciaim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



As set fortii in MPEP 21 06(II)A: 

Identify and understand Any Practical Application Asserted for the Invention The 
claimed invention as a whole must accomplish a practical application. That is, it must 
produce a "useful, concrete and tangible result." State Street, 149 F.3d at 1373, 
47USPQ2d at 1601-02. The purpose of this requirement is to limit patent protection to 
inventions that possess a certain level of "real world" value, as opposed to subject 
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matter that represents nothing more than an idea or concept, or is simply a starting 
point for future investigation or research (Brenner v. Manson, 383 U.S. 519, 528-36, 148 
USPQ 689, 693-96).' In re Ziegler, 992, F.2d 1 197. 1200-03, 26 USPQ2d 1600. 1603- 
06 (Fed. Cir. 199334. Accordingly, a complete disclosure should contain some 
indication of the practical application for the claimed invention, i.e., why the applicant 
believes the claimed invention is useful. 

Apart from the utility requirement of 35 U.S.C. 101, usefulness under the patent 
eligibility standard requires significant functionality to be present to satisfy the useful 
result aspect of the practical application requirement. See Arrhythmia, 958 F.2d at 1057, 
22 USPQ2d at 1036. Merely claiming nonfunctional descriptive material stored in a 
computer-readable medium does not make the invention eligible for patenting. For 
example, a claim directed to a word processing file stored on a disk may satisfy the 
utility requirement of 35 U.S.C. 101 since the information stored may have some "real 
world" value. However, the mere fact that the claim may satisfy the utility requirement of 
35 U.S.C. 101 does not mean that a useful result is achieved under the practical 
application requirement. The claimed invention as a whole must produce a "useful, 
concrete and tangible" result to have a practical application. 

The claimed invention is subject to the test of State Street, 149 F.3d at 1373-74, 
47 USPQ2d at 1601-02. Specifically State Street sets forth that the claimed invention 
must produce a "useful, concrete and tangible result". The Interim Guidelines for 
Examination of Patent Applications for Patent Subject Maher Eligibility states in section 
IV C. 2 b. (2) (on page 21 in the PDF format): 
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The tangible requirement does not necessarily mean that a claim must either be tied to a 
particular machine or apparatus or must operate to change articles or materials to a different state 
or thing. However, the tangible requirement does require that the claim must recite more than a 
§101 judicial exception, in that the process claim must set forth a practical application of that 
§101 judicial exception to produce a real-world result. Benson, 409 U.S. at 71-72, 175 USPQ at 
676-77 (invention ineligible because had "no substantial practical apphcation"). 

Claims 1-19, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the clainned invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

As to claims 1, 24, and 44, the claimed invention merely comprises functional 
material that was intended to mapping a data source to a data destination, the recitation 
of phrase "for performing defined functions" does not represents any actual real world 
application to produce a concrete, tangible and useful results, hence, these claims are 
directs to non-statutory subject matter. 

As to claims 2-6, 8-12, and 14-18, these claims have the same defects as their 
base claims respectively, hence are rejected for the same reason. 

To expedite a complete examination of the instant application the claims rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 101 (nonstatutory) above are further rejected as set forth below in 
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anticipation of applicant amending these claims to place them within the four statutory 

categories of invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-19, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. 

As to claims 1 , 7 and 13, applicant recites three steps of "using" of components 
without any active, positive operations delimiting how these using components are 
actually practiced. Furthermore, the use of phrase "can be modified..." is indefinite, 
because it is uncertain weather the recited limitations actually did happen. 

As to claims 2-6, 8-12 and 14-19, these claims have the same defects as their 
base claims 1, 7 and 13 respectively, hence are rejected for the same reason. 

Because the ambiguous nature of instant invention, the following art rejection is 
to the best the examiner is able to ascertain. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Michaelides (U.S. Publication No. 2004/0181753). 

Claim 1: 

Michaelides discloses a method for mapping data from source to a data 
destination [e.g., Abstract, lines 6-9], comprising the steps: 

Providing a plurality of separate components for performing defined functions to 
map the data from the source to the destination [e.g., The title, Abstract. Fig. 6, section 
0058], the plurality of components performing the steps of 

i) using a first of the components for reading data from the source [e.g., the unit 
103, Fig. 6 and associated texts, the use of the generic software adapter GUI to 
read/feed from source data at section: 0062]; 
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ii) using a second of the components for receiving the data from the first of the 
components and for processing the read data according to a set of rules [e.g., units: 
101, 102, 105, of Fig. 6 and associated texts]; and 

iii) using the third of the components for receiving the data from the second of the 
component and loading the processed data into the destination [e.g., the unit 104, Fig, 6 
and associated texts, a target feed is activated, data is load from the source feed and 
written to the target at section: 0062]. 

Wherein, each of the components is interactively operated independently of the 
others, and can be dynamically modified, adjusted, and replaced independently [e.g., 
sections: 0064 - 0067] to facilitate mapping data from a plurality of different data source 
into the data destination [e.g., sections: 0050-0051, Fig(s). 9-10 and associated texts]. 

Claim 2: 

Except the features recited in claim 1 , Michaelides further discloses the steps of 

iv) verifying the integrity of the read data [e.g., the use of Verify Button at section: 
0095; the use of Verified feed at section: 0191; the use of LdapUtilities at section: 0198]; 
and 

v) logging results into a file [e.g., the use of GALogger at section: 01 99]. 



Claim 3: 
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Except the features recited in claim 2, Michaelides further discloses a respective 
one of the components performs each of the steps (i) - (v) [e.g., the unit 50, Fig. 6 and 
associated texts]. 

Claim 4: 

Except the features recited in claim 1 , Michaelides further discloses that the data 
source is a flat file [e.g., the units: FileFeedDataSourcelmpI, 
FixedFlleFeedDataSourceReaderlmpI, etc at section: 0202] and the destination is a 
database [e.g., section: 0203]. 

Claim 5: 

Except the features recited in claim 2, Michaelides further discloses that the 
plurality of components perform the further step of sending the results, by e-mail to a 
configured list of email addresses [e.g., Fig. 14 and associated texts; section: 0193]. 

Claim 6: 

Except the features recited in claim 1 , Michaelides further discloses that the step 
of formatting the read data for placement in the data destination [e.g., the use of 
Formatting engine 102, Fig. 6 and associated texts]. 
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As to claims 7-12 and 13-18, these claims recite tlie same features as claims 1-6 
in form of a framework and program storage medium, hence, are rejected for the same 
reason. 

As to claim 19, Michaelides further discloses the following as claimed, 
comprising: 

the data destination is a database [e.g., section: 0064, the unit: 104, Fig. 1 and 
associated texts]; 

the step of providing a plurality of separate components includes the further step 
of using fixed length fields in the data source to the database for determining the start 
position, the length, what database column the fields map to, which database tables the 
fields map to, whether the fields can be updated or not, what kinds of formatting to be 
applied on the fields, for calling a formatter [e.g., the unit 102, Fig. 1] to reformat data 
from the data source and for managing transactions by starting a transaction when a 
first record is read and committing or rolling back a transaction when a defined record is 
encountered [e.g., Fig. 10 and associated texts]; and 

the step of a system administrator updating the components during the use of the 
components [e.g.. Sections: 0193-0198, Fig(s). 32-34]. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on Jan. 1 1 , 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 
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In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., 1 ) With the present invention, those users do not have to work with a single, 
worldwide uniform format, but instead can use what formats they are accustomed to 
using; 2) The present invention can map data in different formats into a single, common 
database by simply changing or replacing the appropriate component of the mapping 
process used with a particular individual) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

As to the rest of arguments, applicant merely rehashes issues already addressed 
on record, hence, the 35 U.S.C. 102(e) rejections are maintained. 
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Conclusion 

To expedite the process of re-examination, the examiner requests that all future 
correspondences in regard to overcoming prior art rejections or other issues (e.g. 35 
U.S.C. 1 12) set forth by the Examiner prior to the office action, that applicant should 
provide and link to the most specific page and line numbers of the disclosure where the 
best support is found (see 35 U.S.C. 132). 

Points of Contact 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Susan Y. Chen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4016. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mofiz Apu can be reached on 571-272-4080. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-dlrect.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Susan Y Chen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2161 




April 1,2007 



